DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
UNITED STATES FLEET FORCES COMMAND

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT FOR PROPOSED HELICOPTER WINGS
REALIGNMENT AND MH-60R/S HELICOPTER TRANSITION, NAVAL BASE
CORONADO, CALIFORNIA

INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to the Council on Environnmental Quality regul ati ons (40
CFR Parts 1500-1508) inplenmenting procedural provisions of the
Nat i onal Environnmental Policy Act (NEPA), the Departnent of the
Navy (Navy) gives notice that an Environnental Assessnent (EA)
has been prepared and a Finding of No Significant |npact (FONSI)
has been issued for the Helicopter Wngs Real i gnnment and M+
60R/'S Helicopter Transition at Naval Air Station North Island
(NASNI ), the anchor base of the consolidated installation Naval
Base Coronado (NBC), California.

PURPOSE AND NEED

The purpose of the proposed action is to provide facilities and
functions to support an increase in the nunber of fleet
hel i copter squadrons on the west coast to neet the objectives of
the 2001 Fleet Transition Plan, 2006 Quadrenni al Defense Revi ew
and the 2009 MH 60R/'S Transition Plan Update, which call for a
real i gnnment of the naval force structure in the Pacific Command
Area of Responsibility. |In addition, the purpose of the
proposed action is to achieve the required | evels of operationa
readi ness required by United States Code Title 10 Section 5062
whi ch provides, “[t]he Navy shall be organized, trained, and
equi pped primarily for pronpt and sustai ned conbat incident to
operations at sea.”

The need for the proposed Helicopter Wngs Realignnment is to
support the Navy’'s re-enphasi zed operational focus and force
structure changes in the Pacific Command Area of Responsibility
in response to the 2006 QDR, which noted “[t]he fleet will have
greater presence in the Pacific Ccean, consistent with the

gl obal shift of trade and transport.” Additionally, the
proposed helicopter transition fromol der |egacy helicopters to
the newer MH60R/'S helicopters is necessary to nmaintain
operational readi ness of west coast helicopter squadrons.




DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

The Navy is proposing to add four helicopter squadrons (standing
up three new squadrons and rel ocating one east coast squadron)
and i ncrease the nunber of helicopters honebased at NASNI by 52,
fromthe current 151 to 203, by 2016. Mst existing and future
hel i copter squadrons would transition to the VMH 60R/' S

hel i copters repl acing ol der type, nodel, series H 60

hel i copters. Eighteen ol der HH 60H and SH 60F helicopters woul d
remain in use by Reserve Squadron HSC-85 due to their specific
m ssion requirenents.

The proposed action would increase helicopter operations at
NASNI and at Naval Qutlying Landing Field Inperial Beach (NOLF
| B) by a maxi mum of 30% For purposes of the EA analysis, it
was assuned that at a m ninum an average of 20 of the 203

hel i copters woul d be depl oyed at any given tinme and 183

hel i copters woul d be operating in the |ocal operating area,
resulting in a 30%increase in operations over the baseline
condition. Deploynent schedul es continue to evolve to neet
operational requirenments and it is likely that depl oynent
schedul es woul d overlap with greater frequency and over | onger
time periods resulting in up to 40 helicopters depl oyed and
therefore renoved fromthe | ocal operating area. Because the
m ni mum depl oynent | evel was assuned, the 30% i ncrease in
operations represents a maxi mrum scenari o.

The proposed action would increase the NASNI base popul ati on by
800 personnel when the realignnent is conpleted by 2016.
Mlitary personnel would increase by 738, and civilian

enpl oynment woul d i ncrease by 62. To support the proposed

i ncrease in honebased helicopters and transition to M+ 60R/ S at
NASNI, new facilities, including a new approxi mately 112, 000
square foot organi zati onal mnai ntenance hangar, shop space,

adm ni strative space and helicopter parking apron space, are
needed to satisfy space requirenents for four additional
homebased squadrons. Infrastructure inprovenents, including

el ectrical power upgrades, are al so necessary to provide the
power requirenments for the nore advanced MH 60R/' S airfranes.

ALTERNATIVES

West coast naval facilities considered for honebasi ng but
elimnated fromfurther analysis due to their renote | ocations
with respect to the primary helicopter training areas (Southern




California ranges and NOLB I B) included: Naval Air Station (NAS)
Fall on, located in Fallon, Nevada and NAS Wi dbey I sl and,

| ocat ed on Wi dbey Island, Washington. O her airfields in
California that were not considered due to mssion conflict or

| ack of capacity and facilities were Brown Field, Mrine Corps
Base Canp Pendl eton, and Marine Corps Air Station Mramar.

An operational honebasing alternative was consi dered but was
also elimnated fromfurther analysis, wherein west coast naval
stri ke groups woul d be augnent ed/ supported by helicopter
squadrons stationed at east coast naval facilities that would
travel cross-country. A one-way, cross-country trip would take
several days to acconplish due to the relatively slow speed of a
rotary wing aircraft.

Honebasi ng | ocation alternatives evaluated further included,
Naval Air Facility El Centro, California, Naval Base Ventura
County Point Miugu, California and NASNI, California. NASN was
deternmined to be the only adequate | ocation for the proposed
action because, unlike the other honebasing alternatives

consi dered, NASNI has extensive facilities to support four
addi ti onal helicopter squadrons and provi des synergy of
helicopter/fleet units and operational efficiency.

Two alternatives were evaluated in the EA: Alternative A

i npl enents the helicopter wings realignment and MH 60R/' S
transition at NASNI and constructs the new approximately 112, 000
square foot organi zati onal maintenance hangar and supporting
facilities along the helicopter flight line at the north end of
NASNI. Existing buildings on the site will be renoved under an
i ndependent program the Denolition Footprint Reduction Program
Alternative Ais the selected alternative.

Alternative B inplenents the helicopter w ngs realignment and
MH 60 R'S transition at NASNI and constructs the new
approximately 112, 000 square foot organi zational naintenance
hangar and supporting facilities 550 feet southwest of
Alternative A. Existing buildings on the site would be
denol i shed under the proposed action with the exception of one
bui | di ng schedul ed for renoval under the Denolition Footprint
Reducti on Program

The No Action Alternative would maintain the existing nunber of
hel i copt er squadrons and the nunber of helicopters would not
i ncrease. Existing helicopter squadrons would continue to




repl ace the legacy aircraft with the newer MH60R/' S helicopters.
No new construction would occur.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED ACTION

Direct, indirect and cumul ative environnental inpacts that may
occur with inplenentation of the proposed action would range
fromno inpact to mnor inpact with no significant inpacts to
t he environnent.

The proposed action woul d increase helicopter operations at
NASNI and at NCOLF I B by a nmaxi mum of 30% The proposed action
adds approximately 35 daily helicopter flights at NASNI and
approximately 19 daily helicopter flights at NOLF I B

The proposed action would not result in significant noise

i npacts. The Navy prepared a noise study in 2010 that included
the prospective aircraft operations (helicopter and fixed-w ng)
and the resulting noise environment at NASNI and NOLF IB in
2020. This study was nmade available to the public during the
public comment period and was included in the Final EA as an
appendi x. The 2010 noi se study assuned a 30% i ncrease in
hel i copter operations, and thus includes the proposed action.
The 2010 noi se study devel oped noi se contours for the
prospective 2020 scenario that show a slight reduction in the
total |and area under the 65 dB Conmunity Noi se Equival ent Level
(CNEL) noi se contours at NASNI as conpared with the baseline.
The proposed action would slightly expand the 2010 baseline 65
dB CNEL noi se contour at NOLF IB, but this would be contained
al nrost entirely within the installation boundaries and woul d not
extend to popul ated areas. This mnimal increase in the noise
contour footprint means that the proposed action woul d not

noti ceably increase noise levels at NOLF I1B. NASNI and NOLF IB
have a suite of policies, procedures, and prograns along wth
specific course rules to pronote nmeasures to mnimze aircraft
noi se.

Tenporary noi se generated by delivery trucks during the
construction period would be mnimzed by limting travel to
regul ar daytime work hours and woul d be consistent with traffic
noi se in an urban environnment.

Estimated air em ssions associated with the proposed action
woul d be bel ow the de minimis threshold levels for conformty
with the Cean Air Act and would not result in an exceedance of
the San Diego Air Pollution Control District’s em ssion budgets.




There woul d be no significant inmpact on air quality. The Navy
has prepared a Record of Non-Applicability for Cean Ar Act
conformty.

An additional 863 average daily traffic trips would be generated
by the proposed action. This represents 2% or |ess of NASN
traffic and woul d not be substantial enough to directly affect
delay tinmes at intersections or |evels of service. The proposed
action would contribute mnor additive traffic inpacts to

exi sting cunul ative traffic inpacts, for which mtigation
measures were previously analyzed in the 2008 Suppl enent al

Envi ronnent al | npact Statenent for Devel opi ng Hone Port
Facilities for Three Nmtz-Cass Aircraft Carriers in Support
of the U S. Pacific Fleet.

No direct inpacts to surface water would result fromthe
proposed action. Wth the use of best managenent practices and
st ormnvat er managenent, soil erosion and sedinmentati on woul d not
occur or would be mnimzed.

Wl dlife habitats and vegetation at NASNI and NOLF | B woul d not
be directly affected by the proposed acti on because no new
construction would occur in any natural habitat areas or plant
comunities. The increase in helicopter operations may increase
potential bird/animal aircraft strike hazard (BASH) incidents at
NASNI and NOLF IB. However, based on current levels, this

i ncrease would not be significant. Wile significant inpacts to
t hr eat ened and endangered species are not expected, noise

i npacts may affect but are not likely to adversely affect the
California | east tern, western snowy plover, |ight-footed

cl apper rail and least Bell’'s vireo. The Navy consulted
informally with the U S. Fish and Wldlife Service (USFW5)
regarding this determ nation. USFW concurred with the Navy’'s
findings on June 3, 2011, contingent upon incorporation of a
breedi ng season restriction on construction within 500 feet of
the California |least tern nesting area at NASNI. Construction
for the selected alternative would not take place within 500
feet of the nesting area.

The proposed action would have no effect on coastal uses or
resources identified in the California Coastal Mnagenent
Program The Navy filed a Coastal Consistency Negative

Determ nation during preparation of the EA. The California
Coastal Comm ssion concurred with the Negative Determ nation on
June 3, 2011.




Based on the anal ysis of environnmental inpacts, the proposed
action would not cause disproportionately high and adverse
environnmental effects on |ow income or mnority popul ations or
environnental health or safety risks that woul d

di sproportionately affect children.

Commander, Navy Regi on Sout hwest (CNRSW, in accordance with the
CNRSW San Di ego Metro Area Programmati c Agreenent, has

determ ned that no historic properties would be affected by the
i npl enentati on of the proposed organi zati onal mai ntenance hangar
construction and denolition at NASNI

The proposed action woul d have no effect on existing | and use
and woul d have m nor econom c benefits. The proposed action
woul d result in mnor increases in the use of utilities and
hazardous materials. The new facilities would be designed to
conply with Leadership in Environmental and Energy Design Silver
standards and would be in conpliance with the Energy Policy Act
of 2005. Construction and operation of the proposed action
woul d conply with applicable federal, state and | ocal
regul ati ons.

Cumul ative inpacts of the proposed action including past,
present and reasonably foreseeable future actions, would not be
significant.

PUBLIC OUTREACH

The Navy rel eased the Draft EA for public review on February 25,
2011. The public coment period was initiated with the
publication of a Notice of Availability of the Draft EA,

i ncluding notice of a Public Information Meeting, in |ocal and
regi onal English and Spani sh | anguage newspapers starting on
February 25, 2011. The Draft EA was avail able on the Navy’'s
website at www. cnic.navy.ml/cnrsw, and at local libraries. The
comment period was scheduled to | ast 30 days. However, in
response to requests fromlocal officials and individuals, the
Navy issued a press release on April 7, 2011 and publi shed

di splay ads in both English and Spani sh newspapers announci ng an
extension of the public comment period until April 25, 2011.
During the extended comrent period, the EA renmi ned avail abl e on
the Navy’s website and at local libraries. Public coments
recei ved were addressed in the Final EA




FINDING

After review of the EA, prepared in accordance with the
requirements of NEPA and Navy procedures for implementing NEPA
(32 CFR 775), the Navy finds that implementing the proposed
action of homebasing four additional helicopter squadrons, and
construction of a new organizational maintenance hangar with
supporting facilities and personnel at NASNI will not
significantly affect the quality of the human environment.
Therefore, the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement
is not required.

A copy of the EA, including this FONSI, can be obtained from:
Naval Facilities Engineering Command Southwest, ATTN: Project
Manager, Helicopter Wings Realignment and MH-60R/S Helicopter
Transition, Code: RUE20.TB, 2730 McKean Street Bldg. 291, San
Diego, CA 92136
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